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EC AMBASSADORS TO IRAN PROTEST U.S. EMBASSY OCCUPATION 
LD101814 Hamburg DPA in German 1342 GMT 10 Nov 79 LD 


[Text] Bonn--The EC ambassadors to Iran have made representations to acting Iranian 
Foreign Minister Bani Sadr about the occupation of the U.S. Embassy and the holding of 
hostages. A Bonn Foreign Ministry spokesman said today that the EC ambassadors had 
"emphasized the serious concern of their governments over the recent violation of 
diplomatic immnity."” The ambassadors called for an immediate return to the observance 
of recognized international rules. 


COSSIGA, GISCARD, BARRE DISCUSS EC PROBLEMS, OTHER TOPICS 
LD130040 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 2130 GMT 12 Nov 79 LD 


[Text] European Commnity problems, East-West relations, European security, terrorism 
and the Middle East-e-these were the basic topics of the talks between Prime Minister 
Cossiga and French President Giscard d'Estaing and Premier Raymond Barre. The Community 
matters were discussed in view of the next European Council meeting in Dublin where the 
Nine risk arriving divided, especially on one point: The aid to be given to the 
economically weakest countries, such as Italy and Britain, so that they can bear the 
financial burdens which are inadequately offset in other respects. Cossiga insisted 
on this point, especially on the Community agricultural policy which absorbs over 70 
percent of the financial resources of the Community, providing privileges for production 
in central European countries. 





VII. 14 Nov 7 


\o 
Ma 
ct 
tA 
) 
vee] 
V4 
‘ts 
ty 
~ 


MACHINERY FIRM SAID TO SUPPLY USSR WITH ARTILLERY COMPONENTS 


AU131338 [Editorial Report AU] Vienna KURIER in German on 11 November 1979 carries on page 
2 a 350-word unattributed report: “Austria in the Focus of the U.S. Senate's Attention.” 

It notes that a U.S. counterintelligence expert, Jack Vorona, told a U.S. Senate sub- 
committee on Friday night that “an Austrian firm,” which is one of the leading marmwfacturers 
of machinery for producing high-quality artillery tubes, has for years supplied hundreds 

of millions of dollars worth of such machinery to the USSR, enabling the Soviet Union to 
build up “the world's largest artillery-tube production capacity." The paper adds that 
although Vorone did not name the firm involved, it must be the Steyr "AMS" corporation. 


In its 15 November edition KURIER carries on page 7 a followup report stating that the 
Austrian firm involved is the “Gesellschaft fuer Fertigungstechnik und Maschinenbau” (GFM) 
in Steyr. The report cites Bruno Kralowetz, the company's chief executive, as having 
told KURIER in an interview that the GFM company exports tube forging machines for pro- 
cessing high-grade steel to buyers all over thw world, and that it is up to the buyer what 
he produces with these machines. “Generally, all kinds of tubes can be produced with the 
machines. We have sold such machines both to the USSR and to the United States, as well 
as to customers in all other parts of the world,” Kralowetz declared. According to the 
paper, as far as the volume of the exports to the USSR is concerned, Kralowetz said he 
would have been pleased if it had really been worth “several hundred millior dollars,” 
but in actual fact the amount involved was only a few hundred million schillings. The 
GFM's total production volume this year will be worth about 800 million schillings, 
virtually all of it being exported, the paper says, adding that “the deliveries do not 
constitute any violation of neutrality.” 


OPEC ECONOMIC COMMITTEE MEETING OPENS IN VIENNA 
LD122338 Tripoli JANA in English 1645 GMT 12 Nov 79 LD 


{Text] Vienna, November 12, JAMAHIRIYAH WEWS AGENCY--The economic committee of OPEC today 
started meetings in Vienna to prepare for the forthcoming ministerial meetings agenda 
{words indistinct] to confer in Caracas next month. 


The committee will discuss developments in the world energy market since last June, 
inflation imported from industrialized capitalist nations, the dollar's exchange rate and 
the price of spot market oil. 


It is worth noting that the price of oil on the Rotterdam spot market is nearly twice the 
price of (OPEC) oil. 


It was reported at OPEC headquarters thet the Iraqi delegation will table [introduce] a 
report on preparations currently being made to hold an OPEC summit meeting in Baghdad next 
year in commemoration of the organization's 20th anniversary. 


BRIEFS 


FEDERAL ARMY MANEUVERS--The greatest maneuvers to date of the Austrian Federal Army will 
begin in about one month in the area between Melk and Strengberg south of the Darmbe. A 
total of 27,500 soldiers with 480 tanks, 4,200 wheeled vehicles, 500 antitank guns and 
125 rocket launchers will test the new area defense system. [Text] [Vienne Domestic 
Service in German 1700 GMT 19 Oct 79 AU 
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LEADERS HOLD ROUNDTABLE DISCUSSION ON DEFENSE ISSUES 
DWO91125 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 2030 GmuT 8 Nov 79 DW 


[Excerpts from roundtable discussion by moderator Johammes Gross, ZDF correspondent Dr 
Lothar Ruehl, and HAMMNOVERSCHE ALLGEMEDE ogorrespondent Dr Wolfgang Wagner with Defense 
Minister Dr Hans Apel, Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher, Deputy Christian Demo- 
cratic Union (CDU) Chairman Dr Alfred Dregger and Deputy Christian Social Union (CSU) 
Chairman Dr Friedrich Zimmermamn in the feature "The Bonn Round"--live } 


[Text] [Wagner] One week before NATO decides in December on the stationing of American 
medium-range arms here in Europe, the SPD [Social Democratic Party] congress will discuss 
that issue, There is no doubt that it will agree, There is no question about that, I 
read the motion that will come up in the course of the party congress. I must say that 
it is rather a monstrosity. Do you feel at ease in view of the fact that a motion mst 
be written in such a twisted way? Is that really necessary? Are the leading SPD people 
under so much pressure from the grassroots that they cannot clearly say what they want? 


[Apel] I do not find your judgment correct, This motion is long, but it is an attempt in 
the current situation to define security, defense and detente policies and to do so with- 
out merely concentrating on tonight's issue: modernization of medium-range arms and 
an arms control offer to Moscow, It also deals with defense and security policies under 
current conditions, Naturally, you can argue in two ways, So I am actually very content 
that our party says very clearly that defense capability is the prerequisite of detente 
policy, It points out what has been achieved by Social Democratic defense ministers in 
10 years of social-liberal policy, and it points out the perspective, 


Our approach is very clear as to the point we are discussing today--we want both, We 
want the arms control policy offer to be made, and we want a modernization decision to 
be made, We want to make the influx of arms that will be available in 1983-84 at the 
earliest dependent on the results of negotiations with the Soviet Union, It means that 
the Soviet Union should be brought down as close to zero as possible. The party congress 
says very clearly that we want to agree similtaneously on production decisions and the 
stationing. It also says very clearly that the Federal Republic cannot be the only one to 
station these arms on its territory. The motion is long. The motion is a basic approach 
to defense policy, but it is sufficiently clear, 


(Dregger] As regards the problem of medium-range missiles, we cannot support the motion 
of the SPD, but we can support what the goverrment has decided, namely, to make a decision 
to close the arms gap, to agree to NATO's decision to be made in December and in 

addition to make an offer to the Soviet Union to negotiate arms limitation. Differences 
of opinion exist with regard to two points, But basically we agree with the government, 


The Young Socialists are the largest working group in the SPD, They are presently 
receiving a delegation of the Soviet Union's youth organization. It was mutually said 
in an initial talk between the Soviet Youth organization and the SPD Young Socialists 
that stationing NATO medium-range arms in the Federal Republic and in Western Europe 
would be fatally dangerous and that it could destroy the successes of detente policy 
achieved so far, This means that in a problem that contains differences of opinion 
between the Government of the Soviet Union and the German Government, the Young 
Socialists in an initial talk have adopted the stance of tne opposite party, thus 
abandoning our goverment, the government represented by their own party. 











VII. 1% Nov 79 J2 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


I believe that clear decisions must be made now. I can only hope that the decision of 
the Federal Goverrmment will be implemented, 


[Apel] ‘The Young Socialists are a working group of the SPD, I dare to doubt that they 
are the largest working group. But that does not matter at all. We are a party and not 
a company, Decisions will be made by our party congress in Berlin, anid it will make a 
clear decision, The opinion of the Young Socialists, if that is their opinion, is not 
ours, We will underline the position of the goverment with a clear majority. 


[Gross] In past days, Mr Genscher, you have been the target of Soviet press attacks, 
that is, of official Soviet policy, It was stated in this eommection in the Federal 
Republic that you are working with all your strength for the defense capability of the 
Federal Republic and the Western alliance, but that it looks as if the coalition 

partner and the chancellor do not fully support you, as if you were the Winkelried (Swiss 
hero of 1386] of German policy, 


{censcher] Only the weak need cover, I do not need it, For me it is important to act 
in agreement with the other members of the Federal Govermment and the federal chancellor, 
as well as with the colleagues of the two respective committees of all three factions, 
We know that. It is part of the game that this or that person becomes the target of 
critical barrages from the other side, 


I think that in today's discussion we ought to really concentrate on the decision to be 
made in December, It has become necessary because the Soviet arms lead with regard to 
medium-rcage arms is endangering the balance, An arms lead has developed in this field 
in past years. The Federal Govermment has pointed out the problem in time, the problem 
which is endangering the balance. By the way, the federal chancellor was the first to 
point it out in his 1977 London speech, We discussed it last year with the Soviet 
leadership on the occasion of Mr Brezhnev's visit. It was dome this fall again when 

I met Mr Gromyko in New York, 


The Western alliance now wants to safeguard the balance that has been endangered by 
deciding, on the one hand, to respond to the arms lead [vorruestung], A decision to 
close the arms gap means that a decision by the United States will be achieved to 
produce medium-range arms of a newer type, that the alliance as a whole will decide to 
introduce these arms in the alliance and that certain states of the alliance will say: 
They will be stationed here in our country, The FRG belongs to these certain states, 
Simultaneously we are offering to discuss the limitation of these arms with the other 
side, It is our aim to keep the cetling of this limitation as low as possible. I would 
like to say here again that these negotiations would certainly be simplified if the 
Soviet side would stop contimously increasing the strength of its medium-range arms, 


An interview of two high-ranking Soviet officials which was published recenviy contains 
one interesting hint, They were asked: What does it mean that you want to make con- 
cessions here? Does it mean that you want to move these arms to the east? That would 
not help us very much because of their range. And the answer was; It can mean moving 
them to the east, but it can also mean scrapping them, Scrapping means reduction, 


Negotiations are therefore necessary to find out ‘ow much preparedness exists on the 
other side, The Western alliance must show its determination to make the necessary 
defense efforts, while simultaneously showing its preparedness not to touch off an arms 
race but, on the contrary, to negotiate. 
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I would lixe to say that it would certainly we good if we could also discuss other arms 
limitation problems because we are presently in a state where a mmber of opportunities 
exist for achieving progress with regard to security through arms control agreements. 


[Ruehl] Was mot the starting point of considerations the fact that NATO's mclear arms 
in Europe ougit to be strengthened because the greatly increased strength of Soviet 
muclear armed forces in Eastern Europe maxes it more and more difficult to carry out 
WATO's strategy, in case of a conflict, through controlled escalation and limited 
attacks at particularly significant targets? Has not the implementation of this 
strategy become more and more doubtful so that it has become necessary to strengthen 
these arms on the Western side? Can this necessity be negotiated at all’ 


[Apel] Maybe we ought to briefly outline NATO's doctrine: war will be avoided when 
we tell the other side that we are conventionally strong enough to block off its first 
Wave of attackers and that we reserve the right for curselves to escalate matters the 
moment we become exta.:sted conventionally, escalate them to a miclear level that would 
take place in the medium-range field. Eventually we would say in a third stage that 
we also have the intercontinental arsenal, whose use would probably cause the end of 
the vorld. 


That is a strategy aimed at avoiding and not waging war; it is deterrence. You are 
right in saying that the Eurostrategic arms, the medium-range arms, are becoming out- 
Gated on the Western side. These are mainly planes that are less and less in a posi- 
tion to break through the antiaircraft belts of the enemy, so that modernization is 
necessary. 


Equally important, however, is the fact that the Soviet Union has a mobile missile that 
can be transported through terrain, that will be placed in surveyed spots, that can 
hardly be spotted and that hits a target many thousands of kilometers away within an 
accuracy of 100 meters. This creates an unbelievable technical lead for the Soviet 
Union that forces us either to make the Soviet Union eliminate these arms or to close 
this arms gap. To that extent there exists a modernization demand. But there is the 
possible alternative that the Soviet Union will make considerable recuctions so that 

our arsenal of conventional [as heard] medium-range means will remain effective, partic- 
ularly if they are modernized a bit. 


You are particularly right with regard to ome point: The necessity to modernize exists 
because the others have run away from us. we are not touching off the arms spiral. We 
must catch up with what the others have forced on us. We would prefer it if the others 
exerted limitation, if they negotiated with us and curtailed their arms. What we need 
is parity, similar chances, 


{[Genscher] I believe that the important thing about the December decision is the fact 
that the Western alliance will muster the political strength to make a decision that is 
necessary for security. It is impossible to allow the Soviet Union to decide what the 
West will deem necessary for safeguarding its security. The West must be in a position 
to see to its security in the same way the Soviet Union does, We must want the same 
security, no more and no less. Seen t at way, the December decision is not merely of 
military significance, it will be a sign showing that the Western democracies are pre- 
pared to stand their ground. Second, the political significance has the aspect that 

we want to stop the arms spiral by making a constructive offer to negotiate. 


[Wagner] Mr Apel, you repeated the stance of the Federal Government by saying that 
the Federal Republic in no case should be the only one to accept these arms on its 
territory. 
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The Federal Republic should be prepared to do this only if other European states uill 
do the same. Do you, Mr Zimmermamn, also insist on this prerequisite, or do you not 
share the opinion of the Federal Goverrment on that point? 


[Zimmermann] Wo, we do not share the opinion of the Federal Goverrment on that point. 
The stationing also involves Great Britain, Belgium, Holland, Italy and the FRG. ‘The 
Federal Goverrment pointed out at a rather early stage that it does not want to have a 
Singular engagement of the FRG in this matter. That was said by the Federal Chancellor 
and later by the Federal Goverment. 


The question arises now as to whether the FRG as the most important partner of the 
alliance, at least in Europe. should become dependent on somebody else? Can the FRG 
say, or take it upon itself to say: We are waiting for a decision of the parliament 
of Holland, and if no decision is made, we will not do anything either? I consider 
that impossible. If it turned out in the course of NATO discussions that some state 
or other were to find it easier or more complicated to make a decisicn, one could decide 
on it this way or that way. But one should not have said from the very beginning: we 
will do it only if the others will do it also. The situation of the FRG is too pre- 
carious for that; it is geographically too exposed; it is too significant. We camnot 
evade the responsibility by saying: If the others will do it, we will do it too; if 
they won't, we won't. 


{Ruehl] But the question could be asked the other way around as well: what would have 
happened if the Feceral Goverrment had stated from the very beginning: Come what may, 

we will do it in any case. Did not the German approach possibly contribute to a possible 
decision of the three other continental states to ‘ake part in this general planning, as 
one hopes? 


(Zimmermann] I consider both things as wrong. Naturally the Federal Goverrment should 
not have said at all in the very beginning: we will do it alone, regardless whether the 
others cooperat:: or not. But it should not have said prior to a decision: We will do it 
only if the others do it too. This is how I want to be understood. 


[Gross] I would like to hear whether this was an element of negotiating strategy to 
make the smaller allies cooperate, or whether one really wanted to give the goverrment 
of Holland a veto right with regard to German defense policy? 


[Apel] Wo. Naturally, not at all. In the end it is impossible for this to be an 
alliance with equal rights and duties if just a few carry the bucden of responsibility. 
That would indeed change the character of an alliance. That is the first argument. 


The second argument is the following: I think that one must recall a part of Brezhnev's 
speech which, by the way, was not new, It is the part where Brezhnev says: Those who 
do not have such arms on thei: territories will mot be threatened by us; neither will 
we use arms against them. I take this as one of the political elements of the game of 
forces. Interesting with regard to this point is the negative security guarantee. One 
cam very well imagine situations where individual [countries] will be told: Since you 
have these arms, you will be threatened, while those who have none won't be threatened, 
In criticial situations it could create difficulties for an alliance. I think that it 
was therefore necessary to act the way we acted. 


The impression was never created that we wanted to give somebody a veto right with 
regard to German policy. 
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Success always speaks for itself. Dr Zimmermann, we are absolutely certain today that 
some countries--I keep it in general terms on purpose because I do mt want to interfere 
in a process where opinions are being formed in some countries--wi'l bear the responsi- 
bility with us; it is equally important ‘shat such a decision will te made by the entire 
alliance. 


The whole thing has an important llitary component, but the political side of it is 
equally significant. The alliance of sovereign states accepts a challenge not by showing 
its muscle, but by the preparedness to close the arms gap and tc iim for political arms 
control. We will not turn cut to be a paper tiger. It seems mucn more important to me 
to convey this to our peoples and our negotiating partners in Eastern Europe than many 
other things. 


{[Genscher] I think that Mr Zimmermann in his first sentence described the position of 
the Federal Goverrment correctly, but he did not in his later criticism. He said tha* 
the Federal Goverrment does not wnat a singular--that is, an isolated--position for 
the FRG in the alliance. That cammot be desired, and it was never said. we did not 


say anything more. 


I think we must be very careful that the Atlantic alliance, the commpiaity of European 
democracies and Worth American democracies, does not shrink to a German-American alliance. 
It is very important that the alliance as a whole realize that it is being threatened as 
a whole, and that there is an entity of the alliance's area. It is, therefore, desirable 
that this kind of arms not be stationed only in the FRG but also in other European 
countries, where it is strategically sensible. The Federal Goverrment does not say 


anything more. 


This desirable prerequisite will take place without being a condition prompting us to 
say: I will not take the medicine if my brother will not. It is natural that we will 
do everything to face the challenge as broadly in the alliance as possible. This is a 
duty of the Federal Goverrmment, and it did not do anything else. 


(Dregger] If you formate it by saying that we must make our decision depend on whether 
at least one other partner will make the same decision, I must say that I consider that 
to be at least a risky gamble. I will be happy if it works as you believe, Mr Apel. 

If it should not work, the situation would be the same as if such a decision had been 
achieved there. If it is necessary for the security of Germany and Europe--and thus 

for the preservation of peace--the German Government and the Bundestag cannc' make their 
decision depend on that. We agree with the wish that all should take part. 


{Genscher] You know the decisions of the Federal Goverrment. We will do what is 
necessary for the security of our country and for the alliance. wWe will not become 
dependent on anybody. 


[Gross] Naturally, Brezhnev's remarks that he selects the partners whom he will spare 
and those whom he will attack does not have any effect. Actually, it would have been 
obvious for the alliance to answer with an outcry, saying that ve will not put up with 
that. 


{[Genscher] The alliance does not cry out but reacts sensibly. 
(Wagner ] We keep talking about this--I think and hope--forthcoming decision by NATO in 


December. Well, this will be a peculiar decision. The decision will be made with a 
reservation; it will be made dependent on the outcome of these negotiations. 





FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


ON 


VII. 14 Wov 79 J 


[Genscher] Wo, no, This is a decision with clear objectives and without any 
reservations. The chancellor phrased this quite precisely in the Bundestag in July. 
He said that we are for the closure of the arms gap apart from the negotiation offer. 
The extent of the arms gap closure then could be smaller if it is possible to score 
appropriate successes in the negotiations. 


[Ruehl] Can you visualize a negotiated result which would lead NATO to the point where 
it would go down to zero level? Wo catchup armament’? 


[Wagner] What would the negotiated result have to be like so that NATO could make a 
full divestment? 


[Apel] I consider this way of looking at it really adventurous. Mr Genscher has made 
it plain what the decision will have to be like if it is to meet with ow approval. This 
means that it must be a clear decision which is unequivocal militarily, which is in 
keeping with challenges from Eastern Europe, but which contains a serious offer on arms 
control policy. Mr Genscher has explained what the situation will be in the event 
negotiated results car be obtained. 


In the emd there must be an approximate parity or both sides with respect to the nuclear 
forces in East and West, from the short to the long ranges. We mist not try for inter- 
continental parity, Eurostrategic parity, theater weapons parity separately, as this 
will tempt a potential aggressor to say: Well, well, We are not running the ultimate 
risk, This means that some people might come up with the idea that the Americans might 
withdraw their territory from responsibility. So, as we sailors say, parity on overall 
length--fust about. And this is the way to look at the negotiating situation, 


We will make the Soviet Union a concrete offer, namely, negotiating on specific weapons 
systems against these new weapons systems which the Soviets have acquired, The Soviets, 
too, will have a word to say about that; they, too, will have a position of their own, 


But on one point you may be absolutely sure: We will always do what is militarily 
imperative and possible in respect to arms control policy, but without interruption, 
Purthermore, we will have to assess politically what the situation is like, To that 
extent these will be interestizg yetrs. WATO will gain a political quality and extent 
of opinion-forming which is entirely new, There is a new political quality, and I think 
that is just great. This #’ifance will gain in politicai substance through military 
challenge. 


[Dregger]) What interested me in the utterances by Palin in the SPIEGEL interview is 
this: He says that the flying time of a missile from the United States to the Soviet 
Union, and vice versa, «mounts to between 25 and 50 minutes, The flying time in 
Europe--from Western Burope to the Soviet Union ami vice versa--amounts to a mere 4 
minutes. This shorter flying time naturally is particularly unpleasant to the Soviet 
Union, But in this way the Soviet Union ends up in the situation in which Burope has 
been finding itself ever since the Soviet Union has possessed missiles. From this I 
conclude that, proceeding from the deterrence effect of the alliance, this balance in 
Europe enhances the deterrence effect and introduces within Burope a component of balance 
in the entire system, a balance that may be beneficial to all of us. So we should went 
balance by adding up all strategic weapons--regardless of whether they are being set 
up by the United States in the United States or in Burope--and comparing them with the 
weapons which the Soviet Union itself has; the Soviet Union is entitled to such an 
adding up. But it seems to me to be important for Buropean security that it is 
distributed over the alliane, 
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[livew wman) We must not overlook the fact that with the SS-20 missile the Soviet 

Union has introduced a new cuality. The introduction of this weapons system, which 
currently arounts to 120 launchiug pads times three--meming the warheads, which mamber 
$@-<constitutes « new quality--if you can speak of quality at all in the case of such 
horrible thimgs-e-because the Soviet Union obviously intends to use this for separating 
‘he Europeans from the United States. While so far the medium-range missiles of the 
Soviet Union have also beer. made the subject of U.S, intercontinental targeting, this 
will no longer work in the case of the new Soviet armament, the SS-20, This means that 
the Soviet Union can try politically, and not just militarily, to dodge the U.S. 
intercontentinal umbrella for Europe. Hence, beyond the intercontinental weapons end 
the theater weapons, the central problem is how to counteract the SS-20 or now to achieve 
their elimination, 


{[Genscher] Mr Zimsermamm has described the military situation correctly. What is impor- 
tant is that we proceed from the unity and integrity of the alliance territory. This 
means that it does mot make any difference at all which part is threatened; all arms 
must be used for the protection of each part, and those Europeans who reject deployment 
should keep one thing in mind: The United States-e-for the first time in history, on 
the whole--is risking itself [ihre gesamte volkssvbstanz] for the protection of its 
European partner wen it stations intercontinental weapons. And if these European 
partners then say no, please spare us that, when it is up to them to station weapons 
of this nature for their own protection, then they camnct expect a U.S, Government to 
act in keeping with alliance requirements, I think that everybody should keep this in 
mind who says: We expect the protection of the United States. 


(Wagner] Mr Apel has said that it is sensible to negotiate only if everyti:ing that 
exists on the Eastern side is compared with what is on the Western side, anu vice 
versa, If we say everything on the Western side, then this includes France, Yet the 
negotiations will be conducted by the Americras, Do you think the Americans should 
also be authorized to negotiate on wiat the French have? 


{[Genscher] No, these are weapons of the United States, They will be American weapons, 
not German or Dutch weapons, even when these medium-range missiles are stationed in 
Western Europe. And we do not have the code either, which will remain nder U.S, control. 


On the other side, there are Soviet weapons. But you broached an aspect which naturally 
is important for the entire arms control policy, that is, the question of the contri- 
bution France, this important West European country, can make, You know that Brezhnev 
proposed discussions on so-called confidence-building measures at the CSCE follow-up 
conference to be held in Madrid next year, And France has introduced a very interesting 
proposal into the arms control discussion, It proposes a European disarmament con- 
ference, in the first phase of which confidence-building measures should be 4..scuss2d, 


The special attractiveness of thts proposal lies in the fact that the area ts be covered 
by these measures will extend to the Urals, This will give Western Europe greater 
security. There is a huge area on the other side of the zone agreed upon. Therefore, 
it is important that this "rench proposal be introduced and that we meet in Madrid, 

The proposal cortained in Brezhnev's speech envisaging confidence->building measures is 

a very constructive element. Finally, the Vienna troop reduction talks must also be 
taken into account, There is a need at present to advance arms ccntrol policy in various 
fields, The West will now put what was said by the other side to a test, 
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{Ruehl] Despite all its positive concepts and advantages, the French proposal naturally 
has = specific quality--it only covers conventional arms, so that the negotiations of 
the European countries on these French plans do not include French muclear weapons, 

The French expressly ruled that out. Judging by the conduct of the Soviet Union in all 
such negotietions, do we mot have to expect that it will reserve for itself a number 
of contingencies if such West European states as France and Great Britain, owing to 
their weapons, are not included in an arms control framework? Im what way can an 
appreaimate balinmce be brought about with a certain degree of accuracy? I see great 

* {ficulties ahead in these ne-otiations. 


{[Dregger] The French muclear arms are not a subject of the negotiations. But the 

West will accept these weapons being put on its account. But what is at stake is not 
only muclear arms but also conventional arms, And here, too, there is an alarming 
disparity which has become fully effective since the Americans are no longer superior 
in intercontinental weapons. We will have to achieve parity in this field, That is 
why I strongly plead for the French proposal to extend the control area to the Urals 
and the Atlantic. secause the MBFR areas is just too small, I wish to mention that a 
weapon was under discussion for conventional defense, the neu*ron weapon, which for the 
time being has dropped out of sighte-but, I suppose, not forever. In the discussion on 
this issue, no Western government played a particularly positive role. The Germans 
like to refer to the irresolute U.S, President. 


[Genscher] I would never use this furmulation, 


[Dregger] But it is not my formlation, I talked about the Europeans. But he was not 
backed by the Germans at the time. I know that you were in Washington, late, to make 
him change his mind, But when the great political discussion took place, you let Mr 
Bahr do the talking, who spoke of the perversion of thinking and adopted the position 
of the other side. We need to have parity in intercontinental weapons; we need to 
have parity in mediumerange weapons and also in theeter weapons; this problem will 
obviously remain unsolved when and if the issue of medium-range weapons is sol*ed, 


[Gross] Whet chances do you give the forthcoming negotiations with the possible detente 
partner, and what can the German contribution to these considerations be? 


‘Genscher] I think, Mr Dregger, the story of th neutron weapon is useless as a criticism 
of the government, The position oi the Federal Government was very clear. The position 
Mr Behr adopted at the time was not my pusivion, But one thing should be stressed here: 
The Yest has made two important concessions for the arms reduction policy--it decided 
sot to build the Bel bomber and it postponed the decision on the neutron weapon. I 
mentio: this because it has been said sometimes that the Soviet Union makes concessions 
by somewhat reducing its arms in fields where it is superior, These are positive sigals 
end constructire steps, but they are not concessions but steps toward rarity. 


In preparation for the Modrid corference we will, together with our partners, submit 
constructive proposals on the confidence-building measures and in doing so introduce 
the besic concepts of the French proposal on a European disarmament conference. Second, 
we are discussing in the Western alliance an initiative for the MBFR talks, which was 
proposed by the Germans. Here we are trying to make a step forward by concluding an 
interim agreement on the reduction of U.S, and Soviet troops which will, however, have 
to be part of an overall reduction and on condition that agrrement is achieved on the 
data of the U.S, an’. Soviet troops. Finally, we also support in the alliance the nego- 
tiation proposal regarding the arms gap closure of the West, 
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So we have three negotiating levels. All these negotiatims are conducted together 
with the alliance partners. When and if the Americans negotiate on their own, they do 
so in agreement with the alliance. By the way, in preparing the present decisions we have 
had a first-class coordination of views, so that we as European allies have nothing to 
complain about. 





[Wagner] Let me refer once again to the question of the prospects for negotiations. This 
new proposal the Federal Goverrment submitted to NATO for the Vienna troop reduction 

talks reportedly says: Let us make an initial step, let us withdraw U.S. and Soviet 

troops but at a ratio of 2 to 1. I am not sure whether this is correct; it has not yet 
been published. The proposal also says that these figures are not to include the with- 
drawals offered by Breehnev. Naturally, it would be good if this could be implemented, but 
considering the constant resistance of the Soviet side for years, ever since these negoti- 
ations started, the resistance against an asymetrical withdrawal, one wonders, of course, 
what the prospects are. , 


[Apel] I think, without being an optimist, one should see it a bit less pessimistically. 

I find it very interesting that after many years of arms control negotiationse-eafter the 
Soviet Union always said what you just said, namely, that there are imbdances; if we 
reduce they will continue to existe-the Soviet Union suddenly said--and this was the 
breakthrough here in Bonn in the Schmidt-Brezhnev talkseeyes, indeed, parity; that is the 
goal. I think that is great; it is real progress. However, at the moment it is progress 
in words only. You say parity; but you still mean something different. 


[Genscher] Because you are quarreling over data. 


[Apel] Because naturally then you say immediately: Just a moment; we have had this parity 
for a long time. But there is progress. And what now matters is not to get nervous and 
not to accept any pressure of time, 


{Genscher] Right, that is decisive. 


[Apel] In effect, there are something like objective circumstances which might force all 
sides to achieve agreement on arms reductions. 


[Wagner] Are these on: y objective circumstances? After all, there is also pressure within 
your party. 


[Apel] That is true. By the way, I think it would be strange in a parliamentary democracy, 
a democracy of parties, if there were no pressure on politicians. But we have a very clear 
position. We want arms control policy; we do not want tc cheat anybody; we do not want 

to cheat the Soviet Union. But negotiations can be conducted only from a positior of 
relative coolness and with a minimum degree of military security, parity. 


[Zimmerman] One can only wish all the best for the negotiations. I have observed with 
great interest that since the proposal Brezhnev made in East Berlin, the door has been 
opened more and more with each statement. I hope, therefore, that it will really come to 
serious negotiations. Twoeand-a-half years ago if the U.S, President had not stopped and 
postponed the Bel decision on his own initiative and without any concessions of the other 
side, and if he had not postponed the decision on the neutron weapon without being sup- 
ported by his European allies, without being supported by the Federal Government, then I 
am convinced today... 


[Genscher] ...That you really are going to say something wrong now. 
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(Zimmerman] No, No, without being supported publicly at any rate... 
{Genscher] Even that is not correct. 
[Zimmerman] Mr Genscher, in a roundtable discussion you... 


[Genscher] I think an objective discussion really should not be concluded by incorrect 
remarks, 


{(Zimmerman] Excuse me, Mr Genscher, but nobody knows what you did behind closed doors, 
However, I am convinced that if you had proceeded differently at the time, then maybe 

we would have already had negotiations with the Soviet Union and Mr Brezhnev for 2 years now. 
That would be a good thing. 


{[Genscher] But you governed long enough, Did you ever manage to get him to the conference 
table? 


(Dregger] We also have to see the different systems. The Soviet Union is a totalitarian 
state, I am optimistic if the West makes decisicns coolly, soberly and resoiutely, if in 
other words it does not came to internal revolts within the SPD and within the relevant 
parties of our alliance partners, but if decisions are made in the interest of the West and 
in the interest of peace, I think this is a great political task, Therefore, we as the 
opposition are prepared to back this government without any polemics, because the peace and 
the security of our country are at stake. 


[Gross] Polemics in this discussion were only about the past, whereas the will to 
cooperate in the present and future politics is very great. We have noted hare that the 
Soviet Union has military superiorit,. But we are sitting here quite comfortably under the 
eyes of the Russians and obviously seex to have what you said was so important, namely, 
excellent nerves, or else we are dealing a bit too little with what the Soviet military 
threat may mean to use all, 


SPD DRAFTS CONGRESS MOTION ON MEDIUM-RANGE MISSILES 
LD131654 Hamburg DPA in German 1207 GMT 13 Nov 79 LD 


[Excerpts] Bonn--In the opinion of the SPD [Social Democratic Party] leadership, NATO 

must make its decisicns planned for 4 weeks from now on new nuclear medium-range missiles in 
West Europe with the aim of making the introduction of such weapons superfluous in 
negotiations with the East. In demanding this, the motions commission headed by SPD 
parliamentary group chief Herbert Wehner haus clearly defined the party executive's major 
motion on security policy for the SPD party congress in Berlin in December, 


SPD leadership's supplement to the major motion states that there can be no “automatism.” 
The outcome of negotiations with the East must allow NATO to examine and, if necessary, 
revise decisions on the new missiles, I goes on to state that the Federal Goverment 
should agree to the deployment of such weapons “only on condition that their introduction 
be omitted if arms control negotiations lead to satisfactory results." The aim of 
negotiations has to be "to make the introduction of additional medium-range weapons in 
Western Europe superfluous" by reducing Soviet medium-range weapons under a joint limitation 
agreed on by East and Vest. 
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DIE WELT REPORTS ‘SERIOUS CONFLICT' IN SPD OVER EUROMISSILES 
DW120848 Bonn DIE WELT in German 12 Nov 79 p 1 DW 
[Diethart Goos article: "Leftists Criticize SPMD Leadership and NATO Missiles"] 


[Text] A serious conflict has erupted in the SPM [Social Democratic Party] over the 
pros and cons of the forthcoming NATO decision on the closure of the missile gap. 


This is why vehement controversies and voting struggles are expected to take place 

at the SPD party congress in Berlin from 5 to 7 December, just a few days prior to the 
decisive NATO meeting in Brussels, Both camps clashed during 2 panel discussion over 
the weekend held on the topic "disarmament through armament?" at the Berlin Technical 
University. 


Berlin's Governing Mayor and SPD Land Chairman Stobbe drew attention to the 120 new 
SS-20 Soviet mobile missile systems with three nuclear warheads and a range of 4,000 
kilometers, The balance of forces has thereby been changed to the disadvantage of the 
West. 


To restore the balance in the sector of mediumerange weapons, NATO on 12 December 
should decide on the production and introduction of the new U.S, Pershing II missiles. 
At the same time, negotiations on the limitation of these weapons systems should be 
offered to Moscow, This position, said Stobbe, is in keeping with the opinion of a 
broad majority in the SPD Executive Board, 


In contrast, Scherf, Bremen's senator for finances and SPD Land Executive Board member 
in the same discussion at the technical university demanded that the concept of balance 
of both alliances be abandoned at long last. "NATO must not allow the East to prescribe 
its arms concept," 


Scherf, who belongs to the left wing, said that the Federal Cabinet has already approved 
the forthcoming NATO decision by unanimous secret decision. This is tantamount to 
anticipating the opinion and opinion-forming process of the forthcoming party ccngress, 
"We want to exert influence on these new weapons in Berlin, Furthermore, we need a 
broad discussion in public to prevent them, 


BRANDT COMMENTS ON WESTERN REACTION TO USSR PROPOSAL 
LDO9 1344 Hamburg DPA in German 1242 GMT 9 Nov 79 LD 


{Excerpt] Bonn--Against the background of the impending NATO decision on new medium-range 
missiles, SPD (Social Democratic Party] Chairman Willy Brandt has voiced his conviction 
that negotiations between East and West can avert "an unnecessary twist of the arms spiral." 
Brandt told journalists in Bonn today that what NATO considers necessary in the interest 

of a military equilibrium is one thing; the provision of a substantial period of time 

for negotiations--negotiations into which the West should enter with a serious desire 

to help avoid an unnecessary twist to the arms spiral--is something else. 


Brandt Said he waS dissatisfied with the way in which significant sections in 
the West and NATO have reacted to Brezhnev's disarmament proposals, At the same time, 
he objected to the fatalistic view held in some places that the decisions to be mode 
by NATO in December make a fresh twist to the arms spiral inevitable, He considers 
this view to be mistaken, 
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SPD DISARMAMENT EXPERT VIEWS NATO MODERNIZATION ISSUES 
LD100944 Hamburg DPA in German 0102 GMT 9 Nov 79 LD 


[Text] Osnabrueck--In the opinion of SPD [Social Democratic Party] disarmament expert 
Alfons Pawelczyk, negotiations with the Soviet Union on the problem of stationing 
modern medium-range nuclear missiles in Europe can begin in the spring of 1980, 

In an interview with NEUE OSNABRUECKER ZEITUNG, an edited version of which was pre- 
released to DPA, the SPM lower house deputy stresses that the precondition for this is 
a NATO decision on counterarming and the ratification of the SALT II agreement by the 
United States. 


Pawelczyk advocates that at their December meeting the NATO states formulate a clearly 
defined negotiating objective that approves stationing new U.S, medium-range missiles 
on the condition that their introduction be totally or partially forgone should nego- 
tiations on arms control bring satisfactory results. Only on this basis is there a 
chance to arrive at "responsible negotiations” quickly. He is working from the fact 
of the NATO states taking a corresponding decision at their December meeting. 


With regard to the threats made by SED [Social Unity Party] chief Honecker about a 
worsening of the situation in West Berlin and of inter-German relations, the SPD 
politician states that he cannot imagine that following a NATO decision containing the 
option for a renunciation of additional weapons, the “boats wil? be burned and a new 
arms race will begin." Moreover, the inter-German discussion can help convince the 
Warsaw Pact “that through negotiations we want to contribute toward creating a balarce 
by means of reducing arms instead of increasing them," 


DER SPIEGEL REVIEWS ARMS LIMITATION ISSUES 
DW121021 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 12 Nov 79 pp 19-21 DW 
(Unattributed articles "Fronts Are Moving"] 


[Text] Despite stormy attacks against Federal Foreign Minister Genshcer ( "Pentagon 
advocate") prior to Gromyko's visit to Bonn, the Soviets want to make some headway 
in the disarmament talks. Leonid Brezhnev is even said to be prepared to double his 
offer to withdraw 20,000 soldiers and 1,000 tanks from the GDR. 


When Soviet Foreign Minister Andrey Gromyko comes to the Federal Republic next Wednesday, 
the day of prayer and repentance, Bonn's detente politicians will have a problem: 
They must convince the delegate of the superpower of their sincere will for peace, 


The Kremlin communists mistrust the declarations of the Schmidt/Genscher government 

that they want to eventually, together with the alliance, seriously discuss disarmament, 
The reproach from Moscow says that it was the social liberals of all people who inspired 
NATO to make a double decision at the mid-December session of the council of the Western 
alliance: to produce new nuclear medium-range arms that could reach Soviet territory 
from Western Europe and to station them on the territory of European NATO partners, 

It will then depend on the progress achieved in negotiations with the Russians how many 
missiles will really be given to the troops. 


The Soviets fear that this linkage in fact is just supposed to appease the adversaries 
of the new arms round--including the leftist German Social Democrats and the conser- 
vative Dutch Christian Democrats, 
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Helmut Schmidt will try hard in his talks with Gromyko to curtail the skepticisi of the 
Moscow leadership. It must be doubted whether he will be successful, particularly since 
the Bonn govermment chief considers full renumciation of the stationing of sedim-range 
arms only possible “in an ideal case"--namely if the Soviet thion “would be prepared to 
go back to zero with its arms.” 


The Soviet mistrust is directed anyway more at the West German foreign minister than his 
chancellor. The manwhois aware of his political image and who is the partner of balarxe 
strategist Schmidt likes to be celebrated as the actual inventor of NATO's double decision. 
But particularly Hans-Dietrich Genscher does not keep his conviction a secret that the 

new generation of medium-range arms must be built “in any case” and stationed. 


The liberal politician holds Moscow respmsible “or the arms spiral: "The Western 
closing of the arms gap [nachruestumg] is not the problem, but the arms lead [vorruestyung] 
of the East.” 


The Soviet party paper PRAVDA hit back hard, saying that Genscher was “misleading the 
public” and circulating “wmtrue anti-Soviet stories." He was said to be a "Pentagon 
advocate.” The SBD [Socialist whity Party] paper NEVES DEUTSCHLAND assisted dutifully: 
The Bonn foreign minister is about to "plant mines against detente." 


SED chief Honecker even threatened in a sinister way to take “countermeasures” with regard 
to German-German coexistence in case NATO should really decide to close the arms gap with 
regard to missiles. 


In view of such discord, Bundestag Vice President Richard Stuecklen (CSU) [Christian 
Social Union] and the three Bonn factio chiefs decided last week to abstain from visiting 
Moscow this year. They postponed their visit, which had been planned for a lmg time, 
until next spring. 


But the fronts between the East and the West begin to move--despite the theater thunder. 


On Tuesday last week, Lemid Brezhnev suggested on the front page of PRAVDA negotiating 
"immediately" with the West on medium-range missiles. Even Genscher was impressed: "We 
mow how to sept. rate substance from polemics." 


Chances are increasing to extend to the military field the renunciation of force that was 
contained in the treaties with the East concluded between Bonn and Moscow in the early 
seventies, so that the arms race eventually could be slowed dow om the threshold of the 
eighties. The new detente phase in central Europe could characterize the 1980 election 


year. 


Negotiations will begin om all levels in the next weeks and aaths--always with the 
aim: In line with the parity of strategic intercontinental missiles agreed between 
Russians and the Americans, an approgimate balance of strength ought to be achieved 
central Europe. 


Tee 


The Soviets were the first to announce their preparedness to negotiate: Mm the occasia 
of the GDR anniversary in October, Leq@id Brezimev promised in East Berlin to withdraw 
20,000 soldiers and 1,000 tanks from the GDR, Soviet diplomats indicated in the meantime 
that Moscow is prepared to double its wmilateral advance cacessions in omer to avoid 
the stationing of NATO medium-range missiles in the Federal Republics 40,000 instead of 
20,000 soldiers and 2,000 instead of 1,000 tanks are supposed to be withdraw from the 
East German republic. 
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The west, on the other hand, is prepared to respond to this gesture prior to the MATO 
conference in December with the amnouncement to renounce 1,000 of the total of 7,000 
American muclear warheads stationed in Europe. 


Then they will talk business: In the next SALT round, the Soviets want to negotiate 
with the Americans on limiting the medium-range potential in Europe--even if they deny 
as before to have overtaken the west with regard to arms. 


A breakthrough also seems in the offing in the Vienna troops reduction talks (MBFR), 
which have been dragging on for 6 years, since a proposal has been made by the Germans 
that was coordinated with the NATO partners. 


According to this proposal, 12,600 American and 30,000 Soviet soldiers will be with- 
drawn from central Europe in a first phase--a decisive step toward a balanie of strength 
of the military pacts in the conventional field. 


In a second phase, all MBFR participants are to undertake to reduce the muamber of their 
soldiers to the point where only 700,000 men will be left on each side in central 
Europe. It is the conviction of the West, however, that this requires the achievement 
of accord on real troop strengths. For the time being, the West is still counting more 
Warsaw Pact soldiers than Moscow admits. Moscow's ambassador to km, Vladimir Semenov, 
to whom Genscher explained the MBFR offer last Tuesday, according to a Foreign Office 
official reacted "with alert interest." 


Finally, the West intends to enrich Brezhnev's proposals concerning "“confidence-building 
measures" (announcement of maneuvers with more than 20,000 soldiers, as well as large 
troop movements) with ‘deas of its own. The area affected is to be extended from the 
Atlantic to the Ural Mountains under the NATO concept. 


Wherever it is necessary to preclude military surprises througn mutual controls, 
whenever it is necessary to consolidate political detente through measures of disarm- 
ament, the West Germans are always "playing second fiddle." Valentine Palin averred 

in SPIEGEL. But, even Western allies suspect that sometimes the Bonn detente politicians 
brace up to being concert leaders, 


After all, Helmut Schmidt discovered the missile gap. As early as in the fall of 1977, 
he warned the NATO partners that the Soviets might torpedo the deterrence doctrine of 
the alliance with their mobile medium-range missiles and possibly drive a wedge between 
the European NATO brothers and their main ally, the United States. The German chancellor 
ultimately convined the initially hesitant Americans to fill the gap that had emerged in 
the meaium-runge sector. The closure of the arms gap, the Bonn people felt, had become 
necessary to save detente. 


Meanwhile. the Americans have become the most decisive advocates of the new mediun- 
range weapons. They prod the Europeans to actually decide to station the U.S, missiles 
when the decision is made in December. It was Washington where the most doubts were 
voiced about the seriousness of the disarmament propose’s contained in Brezhnev's East 
Berlin speech. The Americans have discovered a congenial mind in security-aware 
"federal minister of the extreme" (Foreign Office jargon) Genscher, who is seeking 

to secure his foreign policy to the right wall of the CSU--and of whom, unlike many 

an unreliable customer from the SPD, it is hardly suspected by the western ally that his 
detente exercises toward the East are unpleasantly similar to Bismarck's reinsurance 
policy with Russia. 
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What elicits such amieties among some NATO partners and also revives tensions in the 
Bomm coalition is the conviction, differently judged in Western Burope and in the Bom 
govermment, that the muclear medium-range projectiles must really be deployed in Burope 
in the plammed quantity after the modernization decision of NATO. 


While the Social Democrats, from the left wing up to the rather right disarmament ex- 
pert Alfons Pawelczyk, insist that the West's arms control offer mst also include as 
the target of negotiation not to summoning amy "Pershing II missiles or cruise missiles 
to Burope at 7ll, Genscher considers toying with such ideas as superfluous and illusory. 


The foreign minister is measuring his objective of megotiations by the maxim set forth 
by Schmidt that the extent of the closure of the arms gap can be “kept a1l the more 
limited” the more the Soviets curb missil2 predomimance--"it being our goal,” Genscher 
adds, to keep this limitation "as low as possible.” This is to say: A negotiated re- 
sult which will make tne new medium-range weapons totally superfluous is incomeivable 
to the Pree Democrat. Benscher: "We just want equal security, no more, but no less. 


In addressing the Genscher position, the critics of the chief of the Foreign Office 
refer to the Americans, among others. Now American military experts also justify the 
stagnation of the Vienma MPFR negotiations by saying that it was Genscher who, for 
sheer distrust, has delayed the data discussion and demanded new counts over and over 


again. 


Social Democrats are passing the word that it was mot Genscher's careful experts but 
Hams Apel's pragmatic military people on Bonn's Hardthoehe who first came up with the 
idea to link the announcement of the closure of the arms gap in the medium-range sector 
with an offer of additional negotiations. 


Genscher, who keeps pursuing his foreign policy primarily under considerations of 
domestic policy expediency--as also told by Kenry Kissinger--indeed has always known 
how to play the security part in the social-liberal camp. Suspicious SPD politicians 
like Herbert Wehner believe that the chief liberal wants to keep "fields of accord" 
with the Christian Union open for himself, to play it safe for all coalition cases. 


Yet the top Free Democrat may soon start skidding. For Hans-Dietrich Genscher first 
must make it plausib’.e to the FPDP [Pree Democratic Party] voters how he proposes to 
cope with a dual role in the election campaign: Shaping nis image as the altermtive 
to Pram Josef Strauss and similtaneously advocating the threatening policy of strength. 


BUNDESTAG VISIT TO USSR ‘POSTPONED INDEFINITELY' 
LDO91004 Hamburg DPA in Germin 0600 GMT 9 Nov 79 LD 


([Summry] Bonn--The proposed visit by a high-ranking Bundestag delegation to Moscow 

this year has been postponed indefinitely. It will mow probably not take place before 
next spring. At a press conference in Bonn last night, Bundestag President Stuecklen 

gave as the reason timetable difficulties on both sides. The delegation was to have 

been led by him and to have included the chairmen of the Bundestag party group--Helmt 
Kohl, CDU-CSU [Christian Democratic Union/Christian Social Union], Herbert Wehner, SPD 
[Social Democratic Party], Wolfgang Mischnick, PDP [Pree Democratic Party], and Friedrich 
Zimmermann, CSU. 


The invitation was issued by the Supreme Soviet last March. 
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: ccording to Stuecklen, the delegation will definitely visit Moscow. “The acceptance 
of the Soviet invitation remains valid,” he said. 


The delegation was due to meet Brezhnev in Moscow and visit central Siberia and the 
Uxraine. 


SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG Comment 
Dw121048 Munich SUXDDEUTSCHE ZEIT UNG in German 10/11 lov 79 p 4% DW 
(Commentary signed DR.: "Not to Moscow") 


{Text} The postponement of the trip to Moscow by a Bundestag delegation at first 

glanc< is no dramatic development. Even if we do not believe the usual embarrassment 
phrase of "timing difficulties” used by hosts and guests, there might be well-considered 
reasons making it advisable to go through with the visit only next year. Meanwhile, 

the circumstances of the cancellation give food for thougit. Obviously, the Soviets 
reserve the right to regard the talks of their Foreign Minister Gromyko in Bonn as part 
of their advertisement campaign in the West which they do not want to have depreciated 
by @ somewhat spectacular trip to Moscow by the floor leaders. 


Bonn quarters wonder, however, what ends Gromyko is pursuing with his visit. He cannot 
arcsume that he might break the Federal Goverrment out of a common front prior to the 
forthcoming negotiations and the NATO decision on the medium-range missiles. Should 

he bring along proposals which go even further than those already submitted, Bonn would 
be the wrong address. The fact that the Soviets have cancelled the trip by the parlia- 
mentarians shows, at any rate, that they want to retain the initiative. Herbert Wehner 
in the Kremlin at the same time Gromyko is in Bonn in their opinion would obviously 
divert attention too much. 


Tne floorleaders, however, probably are very happy about not being put in the spot- 
ligit at a time when large-scale visiting diplomacy would only disturb the process of 
mutual probing. Sut we may doubt that it was wise to make up the German delegation of 
such high-ranking people that the trip becomes a matter of prestige. As long as trips 
tc Moseow are regaried as totally umisual ventures, one can hardiy speak of a normal 
German-Soviet relationship. 


BOELLING DENIES X2PORT OF SCHMIDT VISIT TO GDR IN FEBRUARY 
LD121536 Hamburg DPA in German 1425 GMT 12 Nov 79 ID 


(Excerpt] Bemm--According to Bonn goverrment circles, Chancellor Helmt Schmidt is 
not for the time being planning a meeting with Erich Honecker, chief of the Socialist 
Unity Party of Germany. They said today that no spectacular results are anticipated 
for relations between the two German states that could lead to expectations of such a 
meeting either this year or the beginning of the new year. 


Govermment spokesman Klaus Boelling told the press in Bonn that a press report that 
Schmidt would travel to the GDR in February for a meeting with Honecker was incorrect, 
but he refused to speak about the date of a possible visit. He had nothing to add to 
the munerous previous statements on the subject. 
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PCI SPOKESMAN COMMENTS ON DISARMAMENT 
LD131613 Rome L'UNITA in Italian 7 Nov 79 pp 1, 13 LD 


[PCI Foreign Section Chief Antonio Rubbi article: “Negotiating Disarmament Measures 
Affecting Both Sides! Missiles : Including SS-20S? Of Course") 


(Text ] Following the recent lower house debate a large section of our country!s press 
has tried to lend credit to the opinion that the outcome of the matter concerning the 
deployment of 572 Pershing and Cruise missiles on Italian, FRG, Belgian, Dutch and 
British territory is now a foregone conclusion, It would appear that at the mid-December 
Atlantic Council meeting in Brussels it is merely a matter of ratifying the decision to 
preceed with their production, 


But in our opinion this is not the case. Im fact we do not believe that the race is 

already run or that we should now resign ourselves to this inevitable conclusion. As far 

as we are concerned, not only have we no intention of "...swallowing the missiles..." 

(RR. in IL MANIFESTO), but indee/ we believe that the conditions and opportunities exist for 
such a conclusion to be avoided, 


First, let us consider the actual debate that took place in the lower house, It is true 
that some forces did pronounce thmselves in favor of immediate acceptance of the U.S, 
request. These are the same forces which showed no particular concern 2 years ago when 
the hypothesis--which fortunately remained such--of deploying the "N bomb" in Europe 

and Italy emerged. What characterized the recent debate, however, was the emergence of 
other more considered and responsible stances--so much so that the agreed approach leaves 
room for positive initiative and fairly broad links. It is along this path that we want 
to adopt a steadfast commitment. 


We did not share the inclination to reach an agreement within NATO on the political 
decision, simply hoping that a possible successfil negotiation would precede the practical 
implementation of the decision to produce and deploy the Pershing and Cruise missiles. Nor 
do we consider adequate the Italian Socialist Party's albeit more advanced posture of 
linking approval of this decision to an immediate start to serious negotiations with the 
USSR, of not establishing any automatic link between the decision to produce and the 
decision to deploy the new weapons and of preventing NATO from making any “budget decision" 
in this connection for 1980, 


Why do we not share these positions which, nevertheless » we do consider are sincerely 
motivated by the desire to safeguard detente and develop good East-West relations in 
Europe? Because we are convinced that a decision aimed in this direction is bound to 
jeopardize the atmosphere of trust between the two sides, which is essential for starting 
negotiations. How can one fail to perceive the danger of starting a new phase in the arms 
race, moreover, with weapons so sophisticated that they render any monitoring virtually 
impossible and whose strategic range and destructive power nullify the remaining security 
threshold? 


The objection raised is that this is essential for restoring parity to the military balance 
which in Europe has allegedly been altered to the USSR's advantage, We do not have 

sufficient information to confirm this assumption, The problem of balance does exist and 

we are therefore in favor of a serious and rigorous verification of the real nuclear 

strength on both sides. But even admitting that this were the case, if we want to work 
effectively for disarmament and detente, the path we must follow is certainly not that of 
reestablishing parity at higher levels, but quite the opposite: that is, eliminating the cause 
which presumably led to the alleged unilateral alteration. And if this cause is called 

"SS~20" we have no hesitation in demanding that the cause be eliminated. This is our 

position. It is quite clear, 
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If [journalist] Scalfari had correctly interpreted the resolution issued by our pzrty 
directorate on 17 October and had read Comrade Matta's address to the lower house more 
@refully, perhaps he would have saved himself the trouble of continuing to ask us 
questions which we have already answered. Be that as it may, we can be even more precise. 
Proposals such as those suggested by Scalfari should not, I feel, be put to the USSR by 
the PCI, but by the Italian Government. Having said that if the Italian Government, for 
the sake of starting negotiations, pledged to postpone a decision on the Pershing and 
Crulse missiles and at the same time asked the USSR to halt production and deploymenc oz 
the SS-20s, it would be entirely legitimate and reasonable and would certainly receive 
the PCI's support. 


Therefore, the essence of our stance is to work not for a g@ester number of weapons in 
Europe, but a smaller number and to work for the balance of forces--which we have long 
considered essential to the pursuit of a polivy of gradual disarmenent and peace--to be 
estabi“shed at an increasingly low level. This--and none other--is the reason why ve 
cannot agree with positions which, despite their diverse inspirations and motivations, imply 
the need to give prior approval to the request; to deploy new weapons to reestablish the 
balance of forces in the European theater. Disagreement with this position, however, 
does not imply a failure to seek at the same time every possible point of connection and 
joint initiative not onl, with the forces which oppose that decision-e-which are in fact 
not as few and are anything vut isolated--but also with the forces which regard as a 
priority for good U.S.-USSR relations the prompt and definitive ratification of SALT II 
which is still being obstructed by the U.S. Senate, and a start to negotiations in Europe 
between NATO and the Warsaw Pact and which do not seem indifferent to the repeated signs 
of willingness recently made by the Soviets to start engotiations "without delay” and to 
the declared desire to carry out a reduction of all weapons in Europe. 


The fact that the shelving of any decision and an immed’ ce start to negutiations is the 
most reasonable path and the one most consistent with '”« expectations and hopes of the 
broad people's masses of our own country and other La pean countries is proved every day 
by the increasing number of declarations and initiatives in this direction involving the 
objective convergence and social democratic forces, but also broad sectors of the 
Catholic world, ranging from Italian sectors to the Christian Democratic Party in the 
Netherlands. 


It is now a matter of spreading this movement, optimizing its every autonomous expression, 
linking it to the working class, the masses of women and young people and asserting its 
influence within the institutions and on government decisions. 


We communists will continue in the weeks ahead to calmly and steadily explain our positions 
to our members and voters, to Italian workers and all Italian citizens, being convinced 

of their profound correctness and their consistency with Italy's national interests 

and the desire for peace which inspires our country's popular masses. We will try to 
establish contacts with all the forces which, though proceeding from differing stances, 
are, like us, eager to wage a battle for negotiations which will prevent the production 
and deployment of new weapons in Europe and to negotiate disarmament measures affecting 
weapons already deployed by both sides. 
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MILITANT GROUP CLAIMS ROLE IN ATTACK ON ISRAELI ENVOY 
LD131842 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1800 GMT 13 Nov 79 ID 


[Excerpt] We have gust received a telephone call in our newsroom claiming responsibil- 
ity for the attack on the Israeli ambassador te Lisbon this morning. 


Although we have strong doubts regarding this claim of responsibility, we wait to broad- 
cast sche ~essage exactly as it was conveyed to us: 


[Begin unidentified speaker recording] The Lisbon section of the Internationalist 
Militant Workers [Militantes Operarios Internacionalistas] claims responsibility for the 
action which ended the life [as ieard]) of the Zionist ambassador of the Israeli Govern- 


ment in Lisbon. 


This was just the first major action unleashed in Portugal and its objective is to 
execute all those who, in collaborating with imperialism and capitalism, oppose the 
building of a dignified society where exploitation of man by man has no place. [end 
recording] 


The doubts our newsroom places on this claim are based first [words indistinct] and also 
on the text of the commmnique which says that the Israeli ambassador to Lisbon was killed, 
which is not true. 


Govermment Communique Condemns Attack 
LD132105 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1830 GMT 13 Now 79 ID 


[Excerpt] The Portucuese Governmen* vigorously condemns this morning's cowardly attack 

on his excellency the israeli Ambassador Efrayim Eldar--this is a quote from the commnique 
issued by the prime minister's office. Portugal has always clearly expressed its conden- 
nation of terrorist acts which unfortunately are spreading throughout t‘e whole world, 

and (?has always) stressed the urgent need to establish an internations” atmosphere or 
tolerance [words indistinct]. 


The Portuguese Gevernment recently had a chance to stress this point by insisting on the 
need for a political solution to the Middle East problem, a solution which wil] insure 
the right to existence and security of the State of Israel and which will make possible 
an adequate spirit of dialog. 


Only in this way will it be possible to avoid [word indistinct] tensions being negatively 
manipulated and used--both in relations between peoples as well as in the internal order 
of each state--for ends remote from the peace and justice desired. 


In condemning this criminal attempt--a rigorous investigation into which is being carried 
out by the Judiciary Police--the Portuguese Government, which has already informed the 
Israeli Government of its deep regret) for what happened and is following closely the 
condition of the injured, reaffirms its determination to insure an atmosphere of peace 
and security in the country against any attempt at destabilizatior, and pays homage to 
the member of the Portuguese police who fell while discharging tis duties. 
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PARTIES, COALITIONS EMD TALIS WITH PRESIDENT 
LD100010 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1950 GMT 9 Nov 79 LD 


[Text] The president of the republic this morning concluded his round of talks with 

the political parties ami coalitions contesting the coming December interiz elections. 

The three last parties to be received in audience by the head of state were the Union of 
the Left for Socialist Democracy, the Christian Democracy Party and the Portuguese Marxist- 
Leninist Communist Organization, The Workers! Party of Socialist Unity, also due to have 
been received this morning, 4i¢ mot tarn up at the audience since in that party's view there 
was no reason why it should call at Belem Palace. 


The privileged position, as regards the electoral campaign, enjoyed by those parties 
which were represented in the now dissolved Assembly of the Republic was the keynote 
in the statements maGe by the representatives of what have come to be known as the 
smaller parties, That was, for example, the opinion of Lopes Cardoso of the Union of 
the Left for Socialist Democracy: 


[Begin Cardoso recording) Compared with the 1975 ami 1976 elections, the situation has, 
in our view, substantially deteriorated, namely in view of the conduct of the National 
Electoral Committee, We have the opportunity to express to the president of the republic 
our deep disagreement with the decision concerning, for instance, Portuguese television's 
use of films made by the parties themselves, which conside:ably restricts the chances 

of equal access to the media by the other parties, [end recording] 


Santos Perreira, spokesman for the Christian Democratic Party, said that he had raised 
three issues in his talks with Ramalho Eanes: 


[Begin Ferreira recording) First, we regretted that the state-owned media should practice 
a certain discrimination against the Christian Democratic Party. Second, we drew the 
president's attention to the fact that provisions should be made to insure an atmosphere 

of calm and serenity during the electoral campaign. This should be insured notaily by 

the parties themselves; measures should be taken which allow puolic sessiom and rallies 
to take place in conditions of complete security amd calm, Finally, we told the presi- 
Gen: of the republic that, in our view, not enough is being done to mobilize the electorate 
in order to make them more aware of their responsibility to participate politically in 

the country's life with their vote. [end recording] 


Then it was the Portuguese Marxist-Leninist Communist Organization's turn to be received 
by Remalho Eanes, The tone of the statements made by Rui Carmo, the organization's 
spokisman, was in line with that of the smaller parties. 
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[Begin Carmo recording] We voiced cur protest agairst situstions of inequality prs- 

valling amore the various parties, basically between the large amd the smaller perties, 

both st the level of *< stete-owned medise-wshich have fevored t'« perties which vere 
represented in parliacent-e--smi st the level of the Nations] Electoral Committee, particularly 
as \egards the sbility of the parties to make their o-- [television] programs. Ve have 

also protested ecainst the impunity with which the electoral campsign has in fect slresedy 
veen started, lone before it was due to begin. [end recording] 


CUNHAL SCORES Fi, URGES FPEOPIZ TO VOTE FOP 
LDI352342 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1900 GHT 135 Nov 79 LD 
[United Peoples Alliance political brosdcast 13 November] 


[Excerpts] The United Peoples Alliance [APU] made up by the Portuguese Commnist Party 
[PCP] amd the Portuguese Democratic Movement to Contest the Elections to the Assemtly of 
the Republic, is an important stop toward = democratic victory. Here ere excerpts cf 
the speech made sat the opening of the electorsel cempsizsn of APU st the 1 May Stedium by 
Alvaro Cunhel, secretary general of the PCP, who tops the APU electors] list in Lisbon 
electorsl circles: 


(Begin Curhel récording] Comredes, an sbsolute majority for the reactionary sllisnce, which 
calls itself Democrstic Alliance, would cause Portugsl to be in danger of the short-term 
birth of @ new dictat°rship. 


The PPD [former initisls of the now Social Democratic Party) and the Social Democratic 
Center Party [CDS] want to destroy the democratic regime and install « new dictsetorship. 
The PPD amd the CDS insist on @ policy whose objective is to lead to a coup d'etat. 


The extraordinary thing, comrades, is thet the leaders of the Socialist Party [PS], without 
giving any sort of guarantee as far as a future democratic policy is concerned end 

showing themselves favorable to new deals and alliances with the reactionary parties, 
Simultaneously wage @ campaign against voting for the PCP or voting for the APU, sayirg 
thet the useful vote for democracy is the vote for the PS. 


It seems a joke, comrades, but it is not. On the one hand they say that a vote for the 
PS is @ useful vote for democracy and on the other (?they tell) the CDS and the PPD thet 
a vote for the PS is a useful vote against the communists. 


Comrades, we say with a11 certainty that @ vote for the PS is an unsefe vote, an uncertein 
vote, and that by voting for the PS nobody knows what policies they are voting for. By 
voting for the PS thn voters run the risk of thinking they are votiig for democracy and 
when @11 is said and done they ere voting for the formation of @ rightwing government. 


The PCP, comredes, is the only large party thet has @ program and defines objectives which 
entirely correspond to the interests of the Portuguese people and of Portugal. [end recording) 





































VII. 14 Mov 79 SPAIN Hil 


DIPLOMATIC OFFICE DENIES EVACUATION FROM IRAN 


ID131720 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1400 GMT 15 Nov 79 ID 





[Text] A spckesmac. for the office of diplomatic information this morning denied rumors 
cof an alleged evacuation of Spanish residents in Iran. The Spanish color in Iran, the 


spckesman said, is safe. According to the diplomatic office spokesman, the Spanish 
ambassador to Tehran, Aurelio Valls, this morning telephoned the Foreign Ministry in 
Madrid and said that Spanish residents in Iran are safe. 


EXPLOSION IN NUCLEAR INSTRUMENTS PACTORY REPORTED 
LD121052 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 0700 GMT 12 Nov 79 ID 
(Dispatch from Santander) 


[Summary] During the night an unidentified number of pecple set off two explosive char- 
ges in the BSquipes Nucleares [Nuclear Instrumesvs] factory i> Maliano, close to the air- 
port in Santander. One end of the main factory building i:ustained comsiderable damage. 


The suspected terrorists entered via the min door and, having rounded up all 10 guards 
on duty--it has not yet been confirmed how--set the charges and kidmaped the employees. 
The employees were released close to the Santander-Vizcaya provim ial border. 


The charges went off after midnight. Five minutes later, the Santander fire brigade 
was told of it in an anommous telephone call. 


Respoms ibility for the attack has not been claimed by anyone. 
ETA Claims Responsibility 
LD1352102 Madrid in Spanish to Burope 2000 GMT 15 Nov 79 LD 


[Summary] The military wing of the ETA has claimed responsibility for the explosion in 
the muclear equipment factory of Santander. The explosion occurred last Sunday. Fifty 
kilos of explosives were planted. 


MADRID REPORTS BTA DEMANDS FOR POLITICIAN'S RELEASE 
ID1319%6 iadrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 13 Nov 79 ID 


[Text] According to a report from EUROPA PRESS, the ETA political-military wing has 
issued 4 new communique in which it asks for the following 11 exchange for the release 
of Javier Ruperez: the release of five Basque prisoners who, according to ETA, are 

ill and the creation of a commission to study so-called institutioml vicleme. 


Goverment; Refusés To Negotiate 
ID132522 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2500 GMT 15 Nov 79 ID 


(Text ] The government, with the approval of the mJjor political forces of the country, 

is not prepared to megotiate in amy way with ETA and comsiders That its proposals are 
dirty psychological warfare. Sources at the Secretariat of State for Information have 

told BUROPA PRESS that there will be mo official reply from the government to the ETA poli- 
ticoal-military wing's commmique in which its conditions are mde. The same sources 

have commented that the government is following all the information on the kidmap stage 

by stage, but at mo time has studied the possibility of officially replying to the ETA 


political-military wim:'s communique. 
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NORWAY 
DEFENSE CHIEF HAMRE COMMENTS ON SOVIET MISSILE LAUNCHING 
LD131257 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 6 Nov 79 p 52 ID 


(Olav Trygge Storvik interview with Norwegian Defense Chief Gen Hamre: "Soviet Missile 
Launched From Submarine Near Soroya"--date and place of interview unspecified] 


[Text] "It is very unusual for the Soviet Union to launch strategic missiles so far west 
and so near the Norwegian area," Defense Chief Gen Sverre Hamre told AFTENPOSTEN. The 
defense chief does not view the incident seriously. 


On Saturday morning a long-range strategic missile was launched from a Soviet submarine 
northwest of Soroya in Finnmark. The submarine was positioned about 55 nautical miles 
outside territorial limits but inside the Norwegian economic zone. The missile had a 
range of about 2,500kmand followed a course to the northeast. It is unclear whether 
the Soviet Union might have violated Norwegian airspace by firing the missile. 


However, the launching of the Soviet missile was not notified in advance to the Norwegian 
authorities. 


[Question] Do you view this incident seriously, Defense Chief Hamre? 


{Answer] No, I do not. However, it is very unusual for the Soviet Union to fire a 
missile from that region and it provides grounds for little concern. Otherwise, every- 
thing took place in international waters and the missile was fired away from us. But 

we would have appreciated being notified in advance that the launching was to take place 
so near us. There is always a certain danger in connection with such firings. We regard 
this as an incident of which the public is entitled to be informed. 


On earlier occasions the Soviet Union has fired missiles in the so-called "gray zone area" 
in the Barents Sea where Norway and the Soviet Union differ in their demands on border 
demarcation. The area of impact in these missile tests has always been almost exactly 
where the Soviet Union demands the demarcation line should be. Notification of such tests 
has not been given, but advance notification has been provided in the case of missile 
tests in international waters and where the area of impact has been near shipping lanes. 
In this instance, there was a missile firing, and not completely without danger, but the 
Soviet Union chose not to give advance notification. 


Defense Chief Hamre said he assumes that a submarine commander who fires such a missile 
has taken the necessary safety precautions and has insured that ‘here were no other ships 
in the vicinity of the firing zone. "Nor have we received any reports indicating that 
there were other ships in the immediate vicinity of the submarine during the incident 
Saturday morning," Hamre said. 
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ZIMBABWE RHODESIA BILL CONSIDERED IN HOUSE OF LORDS 
Carrington Address 
LD131726 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1554 GMT 13 Nov 79 ID 


{Text] Foreign Secretary Lord Carrington today gave a clear warning to the Patriotic 
Front that "there can be no turning back" on the goverrment's determination to bring 
legal independence to Rhodesia. 


Lord Carrington told a packed House of Lords at the start of their marathon considera- 
tion of the southern Rhodesia bill that success now depended on the Patriotic Front's 
reply to the government's proposals. "The constitutional conference has reached a 
criticial point. I would be misleading the House if I suggested that any useful pur- 
pose would be served by delaying the moment of decision." 


Lord Carrington added: “With agreement already reached on genuine majority rule and 
an end to the rebellion against Britain's authority, there can be no turning back. 
There will be no resolution of the problem if we accept that any party which refuses 
to put its electoral support to the test in elections held under our authority can 
decide unilaterally that Rhodesia should remain in a state of illegality." 


He went on: "We have made a good offer to the parties; an offer which we are willing 
to back with the British Government's authority--the offer of peace and of a fairly 
contested election. It is an offer we can fulfil and the best offer we can negotiate. 
Prevarication and postponement will not improve it, indeed the achievements of the 
conference will be jeopardised if its present momentum is lost." 


Departing from his brief for a moment, Lord Carrington referred to the role of the 
governor in the transitional period, who would go out to Rhodesia as soon as a cease- 
fire has arranged. He said: "Naturally if an agreement is not reached, the goverment 
will have to reconsider the position in the light of what has happened in the conference 
and the responsibility for the deadlock." 


lord Carrington accepted that the Patriotic Front faced "difficult decisions" over 
agreeing to Britain's proposals for the interim period. But he also paid tribute to 
the Salisbury delegation. 


Bishop Muzorewa had been “courageous and positive" in accepting the proposals, said 
Lord Carrington. "I very mich hope to have an equally positive response from the 
Patriotic Front very soon." 


He said that one side's acceptance of the proposals "does not mean that the bargaining 
should now start once more to shift the balance to a point halfway between the proposals 
mow on che table and the position taken by the Patriotic Front". That would be a "funda- 
mental miscalculation" of the nature of the negotiations. 


The goverrment's proposals were "fair, just and above all workable", and there would be 
no certain end to the war unless both sides were ready to seek a political solution and 
test their political support in elections. 


There were cheers as Lord Carrington told peers: "A heavy responsibility will lie on 
any party which refuses to submit its claims to this test and persists in seeking power 
by other means." 
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PASSAGE OF BILL 
1D140307 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 2304 GmT 13 Nov 79 ID 


{Text] The louse of Lords tonight completed consideration of the southern Rhodesian bill, 
which preperes for the transition of Rhodesia to legal independence much earlier than 
expected. Peers took the bill through all its stages in just under eight hours--and the 
measure is now expected to achieve the royal assent tomorrow. 


There had been estimates that the Lords like the Commons last night would sit into the 
early hours of the morning before finally passing the bill--but in the event the measure 
was given its third reading, without a division at 10:22 pm. 


SMITH, KAUNDA COMMENT ON ZIMBABWE RHODESIA TALKS 
Smith Remarks 


1D101945 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1900 GmT 10 Nov 79 ID 


(Text] Former Rhodesian Premier Mr Ian Smith said today that his delegation's agreement 
at the Lancaster House conference was "a fact of life", and must be made to work. He 
was speaking at Heathrow Airport on his way back to Salisbury, where h will discuss the 
results of the consvitutional talks with Zimbabwe Rhodesia's white leaders. There was 
now the “big tasx of getting the message across to the white population," he said. Most 
of his delegation also plan to return home in the next few days to prepare for the 
pre-independence elections. 


Mr Smith said before boarding a South African Airways Beeing 747: "As much as I don't 
like certain aspects of the agreement it is now a fact of life." And he stressed: "We 
must make our agreement work." 


He continued: "The match is over, and the referee has blown his whistle. What is the point 
of being the only player left on the field? The new game is about to start. We will try 
to ensure success for our country by building on what we have got. But it may be 
difficult." 


Mr Smith said he was going home because: "We have covered all the main ground, and 
there are only a few loose ends to be tied up." Asked if he had ever felt lonely since 
decfaring UDI, which has its 14th anniversary tomorrow, Mr Smith replied: "I never felt 
lonely and I never regretted it. It has the backing of the Bhodesian people, and it was 
a glorious path of success." 


Delegation leader Bishop Abel Muzorewa and some other officials are remaining in London to 
deal with ceasefire arrangements. Patriotic Front Spokesman Dr Eddison Zvobgo said he was 


not worried that the Salisbury team might start electioneering, because when the front started 
campaigning their mare presence would "eonvert the people." 


Kaunda Statement 


1D102048 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1951 GMT 10 Nov 79 ID 


{Excerpts] Zambia's President Kaunda tonight appealed to Foreign Secretary Lord Carrington 
to exercise "a little more patience" at the Lancaster House constitutional talks on 
Zimbabwe Rhodesia. This, said the president, "might just do the trick." 
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He had been asked at a press conference at the Londonderry Hotel, in Londéoré Park Lane, 
if he agreed with Lord Carrington's warning to the Patriotic Front today that time was 
rumning out, President Kaunda replied: "I would only ask Lord Carrington to continue 
exercising his patience. I think he has done that. That is a good thing because this 
problem has been with us fo: the past 14 years." 


But he added: “Really, «= little more patience might just ¢o the trick. I am not criti- 
cising him at all because he has been very patient. But I think we need a little more 
time." Earlier Lord Carrington told the Patriotic Front during a heated 45-minute session 
at Lancaster House that time was rumning out for the conference. Informed sources in- 
sisted it did not amount to an ultimatum, but it appeared that British patience was wear- 
ing thin at front moves to prolong the conference--now nine weeks old, 


However, President Kaunda was critical of the British Government's determination to push 
through Parliament the southern Rhodesia bill within 48 hours, and to allow sanctions to 
lapse. He said: “This raised suspicions in the minds of the leaders of the Patriotic 
Front, and it was unfortunate. He said that once the principle of sanctions was removed 
"there is nothing to stop other countries trading legally with Rhodesia, This was a mis- 
calculation--it is unfortunate," 


Tonight front-line President Dr Kaunda, who chaired the Commonwealth conference in Lusaka 
earlier this year, was reluctant to go into details of talks he has had during his three- 
day visit. He said the problems facing the conference were serious, "but I do not think 
they are insoluble, They can be solved and will be solved. What will be agreed upon will 
be what will help the people of Zimbabwe to build a new state. I believe they are near 


an agreement." 


When he was asked for details about his talks with Mrs Thatcher today he replied smiling: 
"You have forgotten my dancing partner, and we get on very well." Dr Kaunda had his 
third meeting in three days at No, 10 today. At previous discussions Lord Carrington has 
been present, but today Mrs Thatcher and Dr Kaunda met for an hour in private, 


The influence of Dr Kaunda with the Patriotic Front leader is considered to be of immense 
value in smoothing the way towards a settlement, and particularly towards qa ceasefire, 


MOROCCAN MINISTERS OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS, COMMERCE ARRIVE 


LD132129 Rabat Domestic Service in Arabic 2000 GMT 13 Nov 79 LD 


{Excerpt] M*hamed Boucetta, minister of state for foreign affairs and cooperation, 
arrived in London today for talks with his British counterpart, Lord Carrington, on issues 
of concern to both countries, Boucetta is accompanied by Azzedine Guessous, minister 

of commerce and industry, who will conduct talks with the British minister of state for 
trade, Mr Cecil Parkinson, on the possibilities of strengthening trade relations between 
Britain and Morocco on one hand and between Moroceo and the EEC on the other, 
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O AGON PLACES ‘HOPES ON KENWEDY' 
NWC110615 Nicosia 0 AGON in Greek 11 Nov 79 p 1 NC 


[From the “Observer's” column “My Opinion": “Kennedy, 4 Source of Hope--Hellenism Puts 
Many Hopes on Hin") 


[Text] Edward Kennedy's announcement that he is = candidate for the next U.S. elections 
is a source of hope for our national cause. Kemmedy is one of the most consistent, 
powerful and tried friends of Cyprus in the United States. If he is nominated as the 
Democratic Party's candidate and is subsequently elected as president, he could change 
many things in our region in general and in the Cyprus problem in particular. 


With this statement we do not wish to delude ourselves or cultivate euphoris, because it 
is well known who actually rules in the United States. The Carter example is still very 
recent: Before the elections, Carter appeared as a messiah, giving many promises to 
Hellenism. When he was elected président, he proved to be as hostile as his predecessors. 


Despite all the disappointment we have suffered because of Carter, we have not given up 
hope that a leader will come forward one day in the United States who will help the Cypriot 
people and put an end to their tragedy. 


We place many hopes on Keimedy. Kemmedy is not like Carter. He carries a great heritage 
from a liberal and progressive family that has sacrificed two sons to the altar of liberslisn, 
democratic ideals and freedom--something Kennedy cannot desert. Thus, we place many hopes 

on hin. 


We hope that Edward Kennedy will overcome all the difficult obstacles in his way and go 
victoriously to the White House. Many good things for our cause could result from such a 


development. 
DENKTAS APPEALS TO ISLAMIC COUNTRIES TO OPPOSE UN RESOLUTIONS 
TA131817 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in English to Cyprus 1730 GMT 13 Nov 79 TA 


[Text] President Denktas has appealed to heads of Islamic states to abide by the letter 
and spirit of the relevant resolutions of the Islamic conference and to boycott work for 
the formation of a United Nations committee on Cyprus. 


In letters to heads of Islamic states, President Denktas said that the Cyprus problen 

was an intercommnal problem and, as widely acknowledged, could only be solved through 
direct negotiations between the two communities to be held on an equal footing. Mr Denktas 
stressed that the formation of a United Netions committee on Cyprus would inevitably 
precipitate increased and divergent international involvement and, far from contributing 
to a peace resolution, would render the problem all the more intractable. Besides being 

a futile effort, the formation of such a committee would also be tantamount to abrogation 
of the procedural agreement for the resumption of the intercommuinal talks reached at the 
latest Nicosia summit and would seriously hamper prospects for the resumption of the talks. 


Mr Derktas concluded: The most realistic and fruitful approsch would be to advise the Greek 
Cypriot side to return to Cyprus and resume the intercommunal talks within the framework 
of the summit agreements. 
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TURKISH CYPRIOT PARTY STRESSES UN RESOLUTIONS NOT BINDING 
TA131739 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 15350 GMT 13 Nov 79 TA 


{Excerpt] The Democratic People's Part.. has announced that it is opposed to having those 
decisions on Cyprus already taken and to de taken at the United Nations--where the Turkish 
Cypriots are not given a chance to speak--be made a basis for the intercommunal talks. 

A press release issued by the party headquarters today stressed that UN resolutions taken 
without granting the Turkish Cypriot community the right to be represented or to speak, 

are not binding on the Turkish Pederated State of Cyprus. Pointing out that part of the 
agreement reached during the Denktas-Kiprianou summit meeting which refers to UN resolutions 
should be amended, the statement noted that party leader Nejat Konuk sent telegrams te 

the UN secretary general and to the chairmen of the UN General Assembly and Security c. ‘1 
Saying that the Greek Cypriot representative at the United Nations cannot represent all 

of Cyprus and that the resolutions to be adopted will not be binding on the Turkish Cypriot 
community. 


The statement further noted that the party favors the removal of all foreign military bases 
from the island. 


TPSC PRIME MINISTER CONGRATUIATES DEMIREL ON NEW GOVERNMENT 
TA122036 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in English to Cyprus 1730 GMT 12 Nov 79 TA 


(Text] The prime minister, Mr Cagatay, has sent a message to Mr Demirel congratulating him 
on forming the new Turkish Government. Mr Cagatay expressed his best wishes to Mr Demirel 
and members of his cabinet and said that it was his conviction that Mr Demirel would succeed 
in his efforts aimed at the preservation of freedom and security of the Turkish Federated 
State of Cyprus. 


Mr Cagatay also sent a message to the leader of the RPP, Mr Ecevit, saying that the strong 
support given by him and his former government for the Turkish Cypriot struggled for freedom 
and economic progress would always be remembered with gratitude. Mr Cagatay expressed the 
belief that Mr Ecevit would continue this support in future. 


I SIMERINI Reaction to Demirel 
wC110748 Nicosia I SIMERINI in Greek 11 Nov 79 p 3 NC 
{Prom the "Freely" column: “Uneasiness"] 


(Text] Demirel is Turkey's prime minister-designate. Unless something unforeseen happens, 
he will stay in power until 1981, when general elections will be held in the country. 
According to the Turkish press, one of the goals of the Demirel government is to keep the 
Cyprus problem separate from Turkish-U.S. relations. What does this mean? It means that 
Turkey will object and react to any attempt to link the Cyprus problem with Turkish-U.S. 
relations; that Turkey will rule out, wndermine or reject any probable U.S. initiative or 
action for solving the Cyprus problem; and that Turkey will insist that the Cyprus problem 
be kept within the framework of the intercommunal talks.. But it is well known that Turkey 
is intentionally and persistently continuing the Cyprus deadlock and stalemate because this 
state of affairs favors Ankara's short and long-term plans for consolidating faits accomplis. 
We do not know whether the leaders of Hellenism are watching the new Turkish prime minister's 
policy and tactics, which are not something new. However, his insistence on implementing 
this policy and tactics must give rise to more serious uneasiness because it outlines 
Turkey's future goals and sims regarding the Cyprus problem. 
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AYDINLIK: CARTER 'HELPLESS' IN IRAN CRISIS 
NC140850 Istanbul AYDINLIK in Turkish 13 Nov 79 pp 1, 7 MC 
{Article by Oral Calislar: “Carter's Prayer") 


[Excerpts] President Carter is reported to have gone to church to pra)’ for the release 

of the American hostages in Iran. This is the latest development reported by news agencies 
in connection with the seizure of the American Embassy in Teheran. Following the prayer, 
Carter is reported to have advised the American people to exercise tolerance, in other 
words, to mellow their reaction. 


One wonders whether 211 this is really done by the “colossal” American state and its 
President. This President, who acts as the policeman of the world and when angered would 
dash to any part of the world at jet speed to destroy goverrments and appoint new ones, 

is now praying to God for the solution of his own problems. This is the present plight 

of American imperialism, which showered bombs on Kampuches and Vietnam, using the most 
insignificant events as a subterfuge. This imperialism is now hoping for help amd support 
from the Palestinian Liberation Organization, which until recently it had ignored. Its 
embassy has been occupied and 211 the employees are being held as hostages. The suthorities 
in Iran with whom the United States has diplomatic relations openly support the militancy 
of the Iranian students, but despite the vehement situation, the U.S. suthorities have been 
unable to show any serious reaction. 


The events in Iran can be examined from various angles. What we wish to stress in this 
article is the present plight of the United States. This world policeman, who has lost 
@ lot of ground as a result of the blows received from the peoples of the world, is now 
helpless. Successive international events have proved this in @ very emphatic manner. 


The world is changing. Policies and political comments must conform to the requirements of 
this changing world. All of Turkey's troubles originate from a mentality based on 
arrogance and lack of realism, 


The Soviet Union tops the list of those wishing to conceal the fact that the United States 
is losing ground. In order to camouflage its own aggressive and expansionist policy 
Moscow is trying to create the impression that the CIA and the United States are involved 
in everything that is happening. It is high time for us to be realistic. In our present 
world American imperialism is a force that is contimally losing ground whereas the 
Soviet Union is contirmally gaining ground. 


While the Soviet Union boldly interferes in Afghanistan, Kampuchea and Vietnam, the 
American President is compelled by his helplessness in Iran to go to church and pray. 


COMMUNIST PARTY CALLS FOR ELIMINATION OF U.S. BASES 


TA131300 (Clandestine) Voice of Turkish Communist Party in Turkish to Europe and Turkey 
0600 GMT Nov 79 TA 


{Text] With the formation of the Demirel government the bargaining between the United 
States and Turkey concerning the bases will be resumed. The bargaining on bases, which 
began in Ankara last October but during which no agreement was concluded, has been stepped 
up with the formation of the Demirel goverrment. A U.S. delegation arrived in Ankara on 
9 November to conduct the bargainings. According to available information, the U.S. 
delegation has made various amendments to the old draft agreement. 
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According to these amendments, in exchange for the attack bases stationed in Turkey, the 
United States will extend part of the $250 million military aid to Turkey, which was 
approved by the U.S. Congress recently, in the form of arms. Observers state that 

the United States wishes to conclude the bargain regarding the bases before the NATO 
summit meeting to be held in December. 


As is known, the U.S. plan to deploy 600 new muclear missiles in central Europe and, 
especially inthe NATO countries of Western Europe, such as the FRG, will be discussed at 
the summit meeting. The United States--which is aware that certain Western European NATO 
countries will oppose this plan due to increasing reaction against this very dangerous 
move by the NATO staff and itself--is planning to make various concessions to the Demirel 
government in commection with the bargainings on the bases issue and, thus, use Turkey 

as a tool in its dangerous plots. 





The Turkish Communist Party calls on all progressive, democratic and peace-loving forces 
to strengthen the struggle to disrupt the dangerous picts of U.S. imperialism and the 
Demirel govermment, to purge our soil from U.S. and NATO attack bases, to annul bilateral 
Slavery agreements, to withdraw from NATO and to support the new peace proposals and moves 
of the Soviet Union. 


DEMIREL, ECEVIT MEET; GOVERNMENT PROGRAM DEBATE SET 





TA131340 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1500 GMT 15 Nov 79 TA 


[Excerp Prime Minister Suleyman Demirel today held a meeting with RPP leader Bulent 
Ecevit, where the country's general economic and political situation was discussed. The 
two leaders made no statement following the meeting which lasted 4 hours 40 minutes. 


The meeting was held at the prime minister's office. It began at 1000 and was attended 

by State Minister Ekrem Ceytun amd by former State Minister and Deputy Prime Minister 

Nikmet Cetin and former Foreign Minister Gunduz Okcun. Foreign Minister Hayrettin Erkmen 
was also [words indistinct]. After the meeting, Ecevit said he would make a statement about 
the meeting tomorrow. Demirel said he would rot make any comment about the meeting. 


The Demirel government's program will be read at the separate sessions of the National 
Assembly amd the Senate on Monday, 19 November. The list of the Demirel cabinet was read at 
the separate sessions of the National Assembly and Senate which began at 1500 today. The 
National Assembly accepted Prime Minister Demirel's request that the government program 

be read in the National Assembly on Monday. The assembly then accepted a proposal by the 
consultative council on the debate and vote of confidence on the government. According 

to this, the government program will be read, debated and voted on within the framework 

of a special agenda. 


LABOR UNION CONSIDERS FORMING POLITICAL PARTY 
TA101318 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1510 GMT 10 Nov 79 TA 


[Text] Istanbul, 10 Nov (AA)--The leftist Confederation of Revolutionary Workers Unions 
[DISK] has decided to reorganize politically and bring about a union of the left, it was 
announced Saturday. The announcement was made after the recent board meeting of the con- 
federation. It said that the Turkish left had a big-voting potential and this could be 
mobilized only through the union of the left. The question of establishing a new political 
party under DISK will further be studied by a committee headed by Abdullah Basturk, the 
leader of the confederation. The announcement said the incoming administration planned 

to introduce new restrictive measures, but all these would be resolutely opposed by DISK. 
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